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Application/Control Number: 10/543,131 Page 2 

, Art Unit: 3632 

This is the first office action for application number 10/543,131 , Pound-In Glide 
for an Article of Furniture, filed on July 22, 2005. 

Drawings 

The drawings are objected to as failing to comply with 37 CFR 1 .84(p)(5) 
because they do not include the following reference sign(s) mentioned in the 
description: "118". Corrected drawing sheets in compliance with 37 CFR 1 .121(d) are 
required in reply to the Office action to avoid abandonment of the application. Any 
amended replacement-drawing sheet should include all of the figures appearing on the 
immediate prior version of the sheet, even if only one figure is being amended. Each 
drawing sheet submitted after the filing date of an application must be labeled in the top 
margin as either "Replacement Sheet" or "New Sheet" pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .121(d). If 
the changes are not accepted by the examiner, the applicant will be notified and 
informed of any required corrective action in the next Office action. The objection to the 
drawings will not be held in abeyance. 

The drawings are objected to as failing to comply with 37 CFR 1 .84(p)(5) 
because they include the following reference character(s) not mentioned in the 
description: "10" in Figs. 9 and 10 and "117" in Fig. 4. Corrected drawing sheets in 
compliance with 37 CFR 1 .121(d), or amendment to the specification to add the 
reference character(s) in the description in compliance with 37 CFR 1.121(b) are 
required in reply to the Office action to avoid abandonment of the application. Any 
amended replacement-drawing sheet should include all of the figures appearing on the 
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immediate prior version of the sheet, even if only one figure is being amended. Each 
drawing sheet submitted after the filing date of an application must be labeled in the top 
margin as either "Replacement Sheet" or "New Sheet" pursuant to 37 CFR 1.121(d). If 
the changes are not accepted by the examiner, the applicant will be notified and 
informed of any required corrective action in the next Office action. The objection to the 
drawings will not be held in abeyance. 

Specification 

The disclosure is objected to because of the following informality: the recitation 
of "assembly22includes" on page 5, line 6 should be changed to -assembly 22 
includes--. 

Appropriate correction is required. 

Claim Objections 

Claims 2, 6, 10, 14, 20, 21 , 23, and 25 are objected to because of the following 
informalities: in claim 2, line 4, "an" should be changed to --the-; in claim 6, line 1, -or- 
- should be inserted after "one"; in line 6 of claim 10, "to" (first occurrence) should be 
deleted; in claim 14, line 1 , the recitation of "a first and a second slot" should be 
changed to -a first slot and a second slot-; in claim 20, line 1 , -the- or -said- should 
be inserted before "one"; in claim 21, line 2, -an- should be inserted before "axial"; in 
claim 23, line 7, -a- should be inserted before "passage"; and in claim 25, line 8, -a- 
should be inserted before "passage". Appropriate correction is required. 
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Claim18 is objected to under 37 CFR 1.75(c), as being of improper dependent 
form for failing to further limit the subject matter of a previous claim. Applicant is 
required to cancel the claim(s), or amend the claim(s) to place the claim(s) in proper 
dependent form, or rewrite the claim(s) in independent form. The claimed subject matter 
of claim 18 is redundant; this subject matter is previously recited in claim 15, line 7. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

Claims 1-9, 11-14, and 16-24 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second 
paragraph, as being indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the 
subject matter which applicant regards as the invention. 

Claim 1 recites the limitation "the body member" in line 10. There is insufficient 
antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. The original recitation of this term is in 
line 3 and only "a body" is recited. 

Claim 2 recites the limitation "the one or more frangible members" in line 3. 
There is insufficient antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. The original 
recitation is drawn to "one or more frangible connectors". 

Claim 6 recites the limitation "the aligned space" in line 2. There is insufficient 
antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 

Claim 1 1 recites the limitation "the body" in lines 2 and 4. There is insufficient 
antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 
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Claim 12 recites the limitation "the body" in line 2. There is insufficient 
antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 

Claim 14 recites the limitation "the body" in line 1. There is insufficient 
antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 

Claim 16 recites the limitation "the passage" in line 5. There is insufficient 
antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 

Claim 17 recites the limitation "the plurality of mounting boss sections" bridging 
lines 1 and 2. There is insufficient antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. The 
original recitation is drawn to "a plurality of boss sections" cited in claim 15, lines 6-7. 

Claim 18 recites the limitation "adjacent mounting boss sections" in line 1. There 
is insufficient antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 

Claim 19 has ambiguous claim terminology where it is unclear whether latter 
recitations of originally cited terminology are intended to refer to the originally cited 
terms. It is unclear if "one or more radially-outward guide members" bridging lines 1 
and 2 of the claim is intended to refer to the original recitation of the term "a plurality of 
radially-outward extending guide members" in line 10 of claim 15. It is suggested that 
the applicant change the recitation in claim 19 to -one or more of said plurality of 
radially outward extending guide members--. 

Regarding claims 21 and 23, the phrase "or the like" renders the claim(s) 
indefinite because the claim(s) include(s) elements not actually disclosed (those 
encompassed by "or the like"), thereby rendering the scope of the claim(s) 
unascertainable. See MPEP § 2173.05(d). 
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Claim 22 recites the limitation "the passage arrangement" in line 5. There is 
insufficient antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 

Claim 24 recites the limitation "the body member" bridging lines 1 and 2. There 
is insufficient antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 
A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 

Claims 1, 3, 4, 8-10, 21, 23, and 25 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being 
anticipated by U.S. Patent 4,923,158 to Saisho. Saisho discloses a support (Figs 1-3 
for claims 1,3,4,8, and 9 and Figs. 6 & 7 for claims 1 0, 21 , 23, and 25) for an article of 
furniture of furniture having an opening defined by an edge, comprising: a body (1/A) 
having a boss that includes a plurality of collapsible mounting boss sections (7/F) that 
define an axial passage (5/D) therebetween and extending through the body, wherein 
engagement with the edge of the opening (22/H) in the article of furniture causes the 
mounting boss sections to move radially inward relative to the edge of the opening 
toward a collapsed condition; a wedge (4/I) configured to be driven by an applied force 
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into the passage of the body, wherein the driven wedge moves the boss sections apart 
against the edge of the opening to secure the body member to the article of furniture; 
wherein each of the plurality of mounting boss sections includes a free end having a 
tapered edge configured to enhance insertion of the mounting boss sections into the 
opening; wherein adjacent mounting boss sections define a space (6/E) therebetween; 
wherein the wedge includes a first end and a second end, wherein the body includes an 
upper surface and lower surface; wherein the first end of the wedge and the upper 
surface of the body are arcuate-shaped; and wherein the second end of wedge and the 
lower surface of the body are arcuate-shaped. 

In regards to claims 10 and 23, Saisho inherently teaches the method of 
mounting a support to an article of furniture having an opening defined by an edge, 
essentially comprising the steps of: inserting the mounting boss; moving the plurality of 
boss sections radially inward to a collapsed condition; driving a wedge into the passage 
defined by the boss sections; and moving the boss sections radially outward against the 
edge defined by the opening. 

Claims 1 , and 3-6 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by 
U.S. Patent 5,163,795 to Benoit et al., hereinafter, Benoit. Benoit discloses a support 
(10) capable of use with an article of furniture of furniture having an opening defined by 
an edge, comprising: a body (16) having a boss (22) that includes a plurality of 
collapsible mounting boss sections (30) that define an axial passage therebetween and 
extending through the body, wherein engagement with the edge of the opening causes 
the mounting boss sections to move radially inward relative to the edge of the opening 
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toward a collapsed condition; a wedge (18) configured to be driven by an applied force 
into the passage of the body, wherein the driven wedge moves the boss sections apart 
against the edge of the opening to secure the body member to the article of furniture; 
wherein each of the plurality of mounting boss sections includes a free end having a 
tapered edge (34) configured to enhance insertion of the mounting boss sections into 
the opening; wherein adjacent mounting boss sections define a space therebetween; 
wherein the wedge includes one or more radially-outward extending guide members 
(54) aligned generally perpendicular relative to one another; and wherein the one or 
more radially-outward extending guide members are operable to move into an aligned 
space (56) defined adjacent the mounting boss sections. 

Claims 1-4 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by U.S. 
Patent 3,385,157 to Rapata. Rapata discloses a support (30) capable for use with an 
article of furniture of furniture having an opening defined by an edge, comprising: a body 
having a boss that includes a plurality of collapsible mounting boss sections (36, 38, 
and 40) that define an axial passage therebetween and extending through the body, 
wherein engagement with the edge of the opening causes the mounting boss sections 
to move radially inward relative to the edge of the opening toward a collapsed condition; 
a wedge (34) configured to be driven by an applied force into the passage of the body, 
wherein the driven wedge moves the boss sections apart against the edge of the 
opening to secure the body member; wherein the wedge is initially formed in an 
extended position, wherein the wedge is interconnected with the body via one or more 
frangible connectors (54), and wherein the connectors are operable to break with the 
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wedge is subjected to the applied force that tends to move the wedge from the 
extended position into the passage defined by the boss sections; wherein each of the 
plurality of mounting boss sections includes a free end having a tapered edge 
configured to enhance insertion of the mounting boss sections into the opening; and 
wherein adjacent mounting boss sections define a space therebetween. 

Claims 1 , 4, and 8 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by 
U.S. Patent 6,915,993 to CTLeary. O'Leary discloses a support (10) for an article of 
furniture of furniture having an opening, comprising: a body (12) having a boss that 
includes a plurality of collapsible mounting boss sections (24) that define an axial 
passage (28) therebetween and extending through the body, wherein engagement with 
the edge of the opening in the article of furniture causes the mounting boss sections to 
move radially inward relative to the edge of the opening toward a collapsed condition; a 
wedge (30) configured to be driven by an applied force into the passage of the body, 
wherein the driven wedge moves the boss sections apart against the edge of the 
opening to secure the body member to the article of furniture; wherein adjacent 
mounting boss sections define a space (26) therebetween; and wherein the wedge 
includes a first end and a second end, wherein the body includes an upper surface and 
a lower surface, and wherein the first end of the wedge and the upper surface of the 
body are arcuate-shaped. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claim 2 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over O'Leary in 
view of Rapata. O'Leary discloses the claimed invention except for the limitation of the 
wedge interconnected with the body via one or more frangible connectors. Rapata 
teaches a support comprising a body having a boss including a plurality of collapsible 
mounting boss sections that defined an axial passage, a wedge (34), and wherein the 
wedge is interconnected with the body via one or more frangible connector (54). It 
would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made to have modified the arrangement between the wedge and the body of the 
support in O'Leary to have included frangible connectors that are operable to break 
when the wedge is subjected to an applied force as taught by Rapata for the purpose of 
providing an alternative means for packaging the support and since such a modification 
merely involves making a separable item integral which would not have produced any 
unexpected results. 

Claims 3, 5, 15, and 17-19 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over O'Leary in view of Benoit. O'Leary discloses the claimed invention 
except for the limitations of the boss sections having a free end having a tapered edge 
and the wedge having one or more radially-outward extending guide members. Benoit 
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teaches a support having a body (16) having a boss including a plurality of boss 
sections (30), wherein the boss sections have free ends having tapered edges, and 
wherein the wedge has one or more radially-outward extending guide members (54). It 
would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made to have modified boss sections and the wedge of O'Leary to have included 
tapered edges and guide members, respectively, as taught by Benoit for the purpose of 
providing an alternative aesthetic appearance to the boss sections and for providing a 
means for aiding in the alignment of the wedge injunction with the passage of the body 
of the support. 

Claims 11, 12, 22, 24, and 26 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Saisho in view of Rapata. Saisho discloses the claimed invention 
except for the limitation of the wedge being formed integrally with the body and 
interconnected by a frangible connector. Rapata teaches a support comprising a body 
having a boss including a plurality of collapsible mounting boss sections that defined an 
axial passage, a wedge (34), and wherein the wedge is interconnected with the body via 
one or more frangible connector (54). It would have been obvious to one having 
ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to have modified the 
arrangement between the wedge and the body of the support in Saisho to have 
included frangible connectors that are operable to break when the wedge is subjected to 
an applied force as taught by Rapata for the purpose of providing an alternative means 
for packaging the support and since such a modification merely involves making a 
separable item integral which would not have produced any unexpected results. 
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Claim 13 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Saisho 
in view of Rapata and in further view of Benoit. Saisho combined with Rapata disclose 
the claimed invention except for the limitation of the wedge having a plurality of guide 
members extending radially outward relative to one another for engaging a space 
between the boss sections. Benoit teaches a support having a body (16) having a boss 
including a plurality of boss sections (30), a wedge and wherein the wedge has one or 
more radially outward extending guide members (54). It would have been obvious to 
one having ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to have modified 
the wedge of Saisho combined with Rapata.to have included a guide member as taught 
by Benoit for the purpose of a means for aiding in the alignment of the wedge injunction 
with the passage of the body of the support. It would have been obvious to one having 
ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to have more than one guide 
member on the wedge, since such a modification would have merely involved a 
duplication of parts which would not have produced any unexpected results. 

Claim 16 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over O'Leary 
in view of Benoit and in further view of Rapata. O'Leary combined with Benoit disclose 
the claimed invention except for the limitation of the wedge being interconnected to the 
body of the support via one or more frangible connectors. Rapata teaches a support 
comprising a body having a boss including a plurality of collapsible mounting boss 
sections that defined an axial passage, a wedge (34), and wherein the wedge is 
interconnected with the body via one or more frangible connector (54). It would have 
been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made 
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to have modified the arrangement between the wedge and the body of the support in 
O'Leary combined with Benoit to have included frangible connectors that are operable 
to break when the wedge is subjected to an applied force as taught by Rapata for the 
purpose of providing an alternative means for packaging the support and since such a 
modification merely involves making a separable item integral which would not have 
produced any unexpected results. 

Allowable Subject Matter 

Claims 7, 14, and 20 would be allowable if rewritten to overcome the rejection(s) 
under 35 U.S.C. 112, 2nd paragraph, set forth in this Office action and to include all of 
the limitations of the base claim and any intervening claims. 



Conclusion 

The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. 

U.S. Patent 2,876,485 to Cowles 
U.S. Patent 2,888,775 to Thoeming 
U.S. Patent 3,254,362 to Rasor et al. 
U.S. Patent 4,830,556 to Nelson 
U.S. Patent 5,088,669 to Zinnbauer 
U.S. Patent 5,820,217 to Horner et al. 
U.S. Patent 6,032,589 to Wang 
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U.S. Patent 6,478,270 to Parisi et al. 



U.S. Patent 6,623,082 to Huang 



U.S. Patent 6,957,860 to Leist et al. 



U.S. Patent Application Publication 2006/0049320 to Chen 



Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Anita M. King whose telephone number is (571) 272- 
6817. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Thursday. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Carl Friedman can be reached on (571) 272-6842. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 
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